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‘Creeping Recognition’ of Vatican ‘State’ 
Fought by POAU as Senate Committee 
Ponders Foreign Decorations Issue 


A searching re-examination of United States relations with the Vatican 
may result from the participation of a couple of American politicians in a 
little ritual in Washington last April 17 (Church and State, May and July). 
This prospect was never dreamed of by Congressmen McCormack of Massa- 
chusetts and Rooney of New York as each accepted the rank of Knight 


zens regardless of church affiliation. 
This means that all bills, laws or 
administrative acts to the contrary 
must be voided... .” 

In response, “high-ranking offi- 
cials” of the State Department’s legal 
division made the bald assertion to 
Religious News Service that the 
United States had “recognized the 
Vatican as a sovereign foreign state 
since the Lateran Treaty of 1929” 


Commander of the Order of St. Greg- 
ory the Great, with Star, conferred 
on them by Archbishop Amleto G. 
Cicognani, apostolic delegate of the 
Vatican to the United States. 

Events then followed each other in 
rapid succession. POAU called public 
attention to the constitutional pro- 
vision (Art. 1, Sect. 9) requiring U. S. 
officials to obtain consent of Congress 
before accepting awards from “any 
king, prince, or foreign state.” In a 
belated attempt to make everything 
“legal,” H.R. 8383 was introduced 
and rushed through Congress by 
unanimous consent, authorizing the 
State Department “to deliver .. . 
such decorations and documents” to 
the two Congressmen, who already 
had them, POAU wired President 
Eisenhower on June 28 urging a veto, 
pointing out that “Bill implies recog- 
nition of Vatican as foreign state, else 
why would Congressional authoriza- 
tion be necessary?”, and warning that 
enactment would “revive religious 
discord and divide country” as well 
as “do great disservice to the Roman 
Catholic Church itself.” When the 
President nevertheless signed the bill, 
POAU Executive Director Glenn L. 
Archer commented on July 12 that 
the new act “places the Government 
of the United States, and the Ameri- 
can bishops of the Roman Catholic 
Church, in a fearful dilemma,” be- 
cause the impartial application of 
American law would require the 
bishops to register as foreign agents. 


POAU’s Position 


“POAU,” Archer said, “believes 
that this nation must regain its in- 





(RNS, July 12), but added that this 
did not affect the American citizen- 
ship of Archbishop Aloysius Muench, 
papal nuncio (ambassador) to Ger- 
many because no oath to the Vatican 
as a foreign power “seems to be re- 
quired for those serving in such posi- 
tions. .. .” POAU Research Director 
Stanley Lichtenstein took the ques- 


(Continued on page 5) 





tegrity by dropping the double stand- 
ard. . . . The dilemma can only be 
resolved by clearly and consistently 
affirming that under American law the 
Vatican is not recognized as a state, 
but only as a church, and that the 
rights and duties of its followers (not 
‘subjects’) are exactly the same as 
those of all other United States citi- 





DOUBLE-HEADER IN 1960? 











RELIGIOUS NEWS SERVICE 


RELIGIOUS NEWS SERVICE 


Devout churchmen, both—as the above photos indicate—Senator John F. Kennedy of 
Massachusetts and General Alfred M. Gruenther, president of the Red Cross (shown with 
Archbishop Cushing of Boston and Notre Dame University President Hesburgh, respectively) 
are being prominently mentioned as possible 1960 presidential nominees of the Democratic and 
Republican parties. (Edward and Robert Kennedy, brothers of John, were present but do not 
appear in the photo.) The two nominations, if made, would cut the Gordian knot of American 
politics. Since Alfred E. Smith, as the Democratic standard bearer, fared so poorly in the elec- 
tion of 1928, both parties have hesitated to nominate a Roman Catholic. The latest rumor has it 
that the major parties may attempt to overcome “anti-Catholic bias” of American voters by 
the expedient of giving them nothing but Catholics to vote for. The presidential ambitions of 
Senator Kennedy are well known. The Kennedy millions have been pledged to the cam- 
paign to make him America’s first Roman Catholic president. A tremendous build-up is al- 
ready on. The boom for Gruenther is in the incipient stage. Suggestions “planted” with various 
columnists to the effect that he has President Eisenhower’s private support are doing him no 
harm. If Gruenther should be appointed to a high post in the government in the near future, 
these rumors would be greatly intensified. It would be curious if after so many years voters 
should be confronted in 1960 with not one but two Roman Catholic candidates for the na- 
tion’s highest office. 





Ellises Keep Hildy as Controversy 


On State Adoption Rules Continues 


Six-year-old Hildy McCoy Ellis became the legally adopted daughter of 
Mr. and Mrs. Melvin Ellis by decree of a Florida circuit court on July 9. 
Judge John W. Prunty of Miami said: “The primary concern of this court 
is the present and future welfare and happiness of the minor.” 


Since the “welfare and happiness of the minor” had been farthest from the 


thoughts of Roman Catholic church- 
men throughout the long and bitter 
custody battle (Church and State, 
May and June), the decree made 
them very unhappy while leaders of 
many other churches were pleased. 


Hildy’s natural mother—now Mrs. 
Marjorie McCoy Doherty, but un- 
married at the time of her daughter’s 
birth—turned the baby girl over to 
the Ellises in Massachusetts when the 
infant was ten days old. Later, she 
claimed that she had not known the 
Ellises were Jewish; the Ellises say 
that she did. The Roman Catholic 
mother never sought personal custody 
of Hildy; her legal battle aimed at 
wresting the child away from the Jew- 
ish foster parents and into the hands 
of Roman Catholic officials for pos- 
sible placement in a Catholic home. 


Clearly, the central issue, in the 
minds of Marjorie McCoy and the 
church authorities who advised her, 
was one of religion. Shifting their 
strategy as public opinion mounted 
in favor of the Ellises, they sought 
to show that the Ellises were lawless 
and “unfit” persons and that—as a 
headline in the June 23 Our Sunday 
Visitor proclaimed—‘“Courts Did Not 
Consider Religion in McCoy Case.” 
This was nonsense. Marjorie McCoy’s 
legal moves against the Ellises were 
based on a Massachusetts law and 
court interpretations unique to that 
state, holding that “when practica- 
ble” adoptive parents must be of the 
same religion as the child, with the 
religious criterion outweighing all oth- 
ers. The allegations against the EI- 
lises’ character were in the nature of 
afterthought. Both Ellis and his wife 
had been married once previously, 
and clerical propagandists seized on 
this fact as presumptive evidence of 
“unfitness.” But Florida officials 
found the couple to be suitable par- 
ents. 


Fanaticism 


The full rigor of the Roman Cath- 
olic doctrinal position on the preemi- 
nence of religious identity above all 
other factors is illustrated by the few 
cases on record where courts have up- 
held this extreme position, compared 
with the many cases where courts 
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have ruled to the contrary. For exam- 
ple, a New York court ruled in the 
Santos case of 1950-52 (Matter of 
Santos, 279 App. Div. 373, 105 
N.Y.S. 2d 543) that the two daugh- 
ters of a Catholic mother who delib- 
erately selected a Jewish couple to 
bring them up as Jews, must be taken 
away from the latter under what the 
court called the “mandatory provi- 
sions of the act,” to be committed to 
the care of Roman Catholic author- 
ities. 

The Santos case demonstrates, 
among other things, the hypocrisy of 
Roman Catholic officials who invoke 
the concept of “parental rights” when 
it serves their purpose and then tram- 
ple on the principle when a Catholic 
parent prefers to turn a child over to 
more tender mercies than those of 
church institutional authorities. The 
ultimate principle cherished by the 
shifty tacticians of the hierarchy is: 
The Church Above All. Flesh-and- 
blood considerations—such as _ the 
question of Hildy’s welfare, or that 
of the Santos children—do not move 
them. 


Weight of Authority 


The Santos decision was challeng- 
ed as a “misinterpretation” of New 
York law at a June 14 meeting in 
Albany of the Temporary State Com- 
mission on the Constitutional Con- 
vention. Leo Pfeffer, attorney for the 
American Jewish Congress and the 
New York Board of Rabbis, proposed 
that a constitutional amendment be 
adopted to make sure that the basic 
intent of the 1921 adoption law will 
not be frustrated by any future mis- 
taken decisions. The proposed amend- 
ment would make the law read: “. . . 
[the child] shall be so committed or 
placed, when practicable and consist- 
ent with the wishes of the parents and 
the welfare of the child, to an institu- 
tion governed by persons or in the 
custody of a person, of the same re- 
ligious persuasion as the child.” (The 
words in italics are new.) Pfeffer ar- 
gued that such an amendment would 
clear up the contradiction between 
the Santos decision and other deci- 
sions in the state, and ensure that 


state policy would be in harmony 
with the national guarantees of reli- 
gious freedom and _ separation of 
church and state under the First 
Amendment. “When a secular court,” 
he observed, “refuses to allow an 
adoption, guardianship or grant of 
custody, consented to by the parents 
and not inconsistent with the welfare 
of the child, solely because of reli- 
gious diversity, it is allowing itself to 
be used as an engine for the purposes 
of a religious group to retain soy- 
ereignty over its subjects.” Citing a 
string of decisions in many states, the 
attorney declared that the Santos 
dictum was “inconsistent with the 
law of this State and of every other 
State except Massachusetts,” with 
the courts outside of Massachusetts 
“uniform in their interpretation of 
‘religious protection’ clauses, as not 
barring interreligious custody, guard- 
ianship or adoption called for by the 
welfare of the child and not contrary 
to the wishes of the parents.” 

In the face of this basic American 
attitude that the welfare of children 
is superior to other considerations, the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy clings to 
its die-hard position. Even after the 
Florida court decision in the Hildy 
case, it was hinted that an appeal 
might be taken to the state or United 
States supreme courts, but Mrs. Doh- 
erty later seemed disinclined to go 
any further. As for Hildy’s “religious” 
future, the Ellises, in response to a 
question of Judge Prunty, said that 
they would allow Hildy to choose her 
own religion when she was old enough 
to decide. 
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| NEWS From Jar and Near | 


@ Church-owned commercial enterprises and income based on rentals from 
business leases should not be tax-exempt, the assembly of the American Bar 
Association said in a resolution adopted at its meeting in New York City on 
July 16, The association recommended legislation to curb existing abuses by 
“marginal religious business organizations,” but favored continuance of tax 
exemption in cases where the total investment represents the church’s own 
funds. (One report indicated that a religious organization in Nevada owned 
a hotel that ran a bar.) . . . The finance office of the District of Columbia 
released a study on July 12 indicating that twenty-five non-profit organiza- 
tions with properties valued at $22,577,127 and eleven other organizations 
with holdings totaling $9,200,852 have been exempted from real estate taxes 
by special acts of Congress or by being named in Public Laws 846 (77th 
Congress) and 29 (78th Congress). The total loss to the government was put 
at $730,893.46 annually. 

@ Even Moslem religious leaders were disturbed when the 
Chamber of Deputies in Syria recently authorized the Prime Min- 
ister to make any changes he “deems appropriate” in the status 
of Christian communities. Some Moslem deputies joined with their 
Christian brethren in protesting the law, fearing, according to 
Religious News Service of July 9, “that their turn may come 
next.” The act empowers the Prime Minister to control the nomi- 
nation, election, rank and duties of religious superiors and their 
clergymen; to oversee religious congresses and special commis- 
sions (except for religious courts of personal status); to prescribe 
the method of administering estates of religious communities; 
and to determine changes in the religious instruction of children. 

@ After a court injunction forbade public authorities in Augusta, Me., to 
use school tax funds for bus transportation of parochial school pupils (the 
city council had authorized a $100 token appropriation for that purpose), 
Augusta tried to put the scheme over by using the “health, welfare and 
safety” dodge. In June, the council made another token appropriation of $250 
under the heading of welfare rather than education, the money to come from 
a “contingent” fund. Proponents of the aid hope to obtain a State Supreme 
Court test on this basis. The Augusta Taxpayers Association is opposing the 
new order on the same ground that it fought the earlier appropriation—that 
any tax aid to parochial schools, however labeled, would be violative of the 
constitutions of Maine and of the United States. (See, also, Church and 
State, April.) 

@ Msgr. Mario Zanin, papal nuncio to Argentina and dean of 
the diplomatic corps there, was considered the spokesman for 
non-member states at the meeting of the Organization of Ameri- 
can States, held in Buenos Aires in July. 


@ The archdiocesan /ndiana Catholic and Record (Indianapolis) went 
to bat recently for the right of the state Civil Liberties Union to hold a 
meeting in a public school auditorium. The Board of School Commissioners 
had denied permission, and the Roman Catholic newspaper commented that 
it was “a sad state of affairs when reputable citizens find it difficult to obtain 
facilities for open discussion simply because they are concerning themselves 
with protection—not of unpopular causes—but of the civil rights and liberties 
of unpopular people.” “If Catholicism should ever become highly unpopular 
again in the United States,” the editorial added, “we wonder what .. . 
various timid public officials would do about renting us a hall, . . .” 


@ “The Churches of South Africa have tried anxiously to avoid 
a head-on clash with the state but the series of ‘apartheid’ 
(racial-separation) laws have made the present clash inevitable,” 
president-elect C. K. Storey of the country’s Methodist Church 
said in July. Anglican, Roman Catholic, Baptist, Congregational 
and Presbyterian leaders have also been outspokenly against the 
recent law seeking to control church as well as public racial policy. 

@ Speaking to the Newman School of Catholic Thought at Notre Dame 
University, Fr. John A. O’Brien, noted Roman Catholic marriage counsellor, 
said: “66 per cent of the children of mixed marriages are lost to the (Roman) 
Catholic faith.” 
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Jere Cooper Backs 
Excise Tax Subsidy 


The excise tax exemption for the 
benefit of parochial and private 
schools passed the House on June 20. 
It exempts from federal excise taxes 
most items purchased by such institu- 
tions and will result in a substantial 
subsidy “by indirection.” The bill 
has now gone to the Senate Finance 
Committee. In view of its crowded 
schedule the committee doubted that 
action would be forthcoming during 
the current session. 


Stout and consistent support for 
the “indirect subsidy” was given by 
Rep. Jere Cooper (D., Tenn.) , chair- 
man of the House Ways and Means 
Committee. In debate on the bill 
Cooper said: “One example of dis- 
crimination that exists today results 
from granting exemption to public 
schools on their purchases of articles 
subject to . . . excise taxes, while not 
extending such an exemption to non- 
profit private schools. The bill cor- 
rects this... .” 


Logical Conclusion 

Cooper’s logic, if carried a little 
further, would undoubtedly demand 
extension of tax support to non-profit 
schools since, for the government to 
support the one and not the other on 
the same basis as public schools is 
“discriminatory.” Cooper did not 
himself comment on this. 

Opposition to this tax benefit for 
sectarian and private schools was of- 
fered by the Treasury Department, 
which objected to all the proposed 
exemptions in the bill, and the asso- 
ciate director of POAU, C, Stanley 
Lowell. In his testimony before the 
House subcommittee Mr. Lowell de- 
clared: “We object to any financial 
measure which directly or indirectly 
charges the ordinary taxpayer with 
the cost of the operation of a sectarian 
institution. We believe that any move 
in that direction is a threat to the 
established American policy of the 
separation of Church and State.” 


There will certainly be hearings by 
the Senate Finance Committee on the 
important H.R. 7125 which includes 
the exemption for parochial schools. 
Members of the committee are Byrd 
(D., Va.) chairman; Kerr (D., Okla.), 
Frear (D., Del.), Long (D., La.), 
Smathers (D., Fla.), Anderson (D., 
N. Mex.), Gore (D., Tenn.), Martin 
(R., Pa.), Williams (R., Del.), 
Flanders (R., Vt.), Malone (R., 
Nev.), Carlson (R., Kans.), Bennett 
(R., Utah) and Jenner (R., Ind.). 





Church After New York 
School Head’s Scalp 


With loud whoops, the Roman 
Catholic press has gone on the war- 
path against New York State Educa- 
tion Commissioner James E. Allen, 
Jr., because of his June 12 ruling 
that public school display of the Ten 
Commandments is “unsound educa- 
tional practice.” Led by The Tablet, 
organ of the giant Brooklyn diocese, 
Allen’s clerical and political oppo- 
nents are calling for his removal from 
office. 

The Commissioner’s ruling came 
nearly six months after a hearing in 
Albany on the question, at which 
lawyers for four Nassau County par- 
ents and for the American Jewish 
Congress and New York Board of 
Rabbis had denounced the New Hyde 
Park school board for devising a syn- 
thetic version of the Decalogue and 
indulging in “bad theology, bad peda- 
gogy and bad law” (Church and 
State, March). Some of the high 
lights of Allen’s opinion follow: 

“Tt has been consistently pointed 
out by commissioners of education in 
the past that boards of education 
should not permit school facilities to 
be used where the use stirs up dissen- 
sion detrimental to the well-being of 
the school.” 

“Religious instruction [in the pub- 
lic schools] is proscribed [by the fun- 
damental law of the land], and it is 
no defense that it is merely non-sec- 
tarian. The teaching of religious ten- 
ets violates the doctrine of the sepa- 
ration of church and state. . . .” 

“The Ten Commandments are a 
fundamental and sacred part of re- 
ligious philosophies and precepts. To 
display the Ten Commandments in 
the schools where legal restriction 
necessarily prohibits free and full dis- 
cussion of them is to detract from 
their significance and to dissipate 
their force.” 

“Aside from any religious issue in- 
volved, it should be taken into con- 
sideration also that the display of an 
item which cannot be freely explained 
and discussed is unsound educational 
practice.” 

“ .. the Ten Commandments can 
be analyzed, interpreted and ex- 
plained in a positive unambiguous 
way |in released time religious 
classes] which will add to rather than 
dissipate their significance and force.” 


Previous Rulings 
Allen’s predecessor, Education 
Commissioner Lewis A. Wilson, dealt 
with similar questions in two 1952 
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rulings. In one, he banned religious 
baccalaureate services in public school 
buildings, while in the other he up- 
held public school plays or pageants 
on Christmas or Hannukah (Jewish 
feast of lights) themes. 

In spite of the fact that The Rev. 
Kenneth Brown of the New Hyde 
Park Presbyterian Church, as well 
as Jewish leaders, had opposed the 
Decalogue-posting proposal, Assem- 
blyman William C. Brennan, Jr., of 
Elmhurst, declared after the Allen 
ruling that only “atheists and ag- 
nostics” could be pleased by it, and 
vowed “to introduce legislation at the 
next session to require posting of the 
Catholic, Protestant and Jewish Com- 
mandments or the ‘interdenomina- 
tional’ version in all public schools.” 


Ohio Move 


In Youngstown, O., an announce- 
ment by Mayor Frank X. Kryzan 
that he would approve City Hall dis- 
play of a 1400-pound Ten Command- 
ments tablet led the Youngstown 
Civil Liberties Union to protest. Aerie 
213 of the Fraternal Order of Eagles, 
as part of a nation-wide drive by the 
Eagles to promote Decalogue display, 
had offered the tablet as a gift. The 
Civil Liberties Union, stating that it 
agreed with Allen’s New York ruling, 
suggested that the Eagles’ tablet be 
displayed in their “impressive build- 
ing that stands above the downtown 
section,” or on the facade of “one 
of the mid-city churches [which] 
might be pleased to display it... .” 


+ 
Church Gets on Bandwagon 
As Dictator Rojas Falls 


Lieutenant General Gustavo Rojas 
Pinilla was replaced on May 10 as 
the ruler of Colombia by a 5-man 
military junta. In the bloody days 
preceding his ouster the Roman Cath- 
olic Church was identified in news- 
paper headlines as a prime mover in 
the revolution—but church “opposi- 
tion” to the dictator had actually 
developed very slowly and had be- 
come manifest only when the anti- 
Rojas popular uprising had reached 
flood-tide. When it appeared safe to 
do so, the Church jumped on the 
bandwagon. 

On May 7, as anti-Rojas riots and 
strikes among the general populace 
and in the universities were spreading 
rapidly, New York Times correspond- 
ent Tad Szulc reported from the 
capital city of Bogota: “The position 
of the Roman Catholic Church to- 
ward the regime had not yet been 


made clear. Police tear-gas bombs 
were used in a church here last Sun- 
day. 

“Although it is no secret that the 
Church has little sympathy for the 
regime, it has not yet come out in 
open opposition.”’ About eight-and-a- 
half months earlier—on August 21, 
1956—Correspondent Szulc had noted 
that the totalitarian excesses of the 
Rojas government “finally have an- 
tagonized the Roman Catholic 
Church. . . .” He had to use the word 
“finally” because Rojas had come to 
power in the first place, three years 
before, with the backing of the 
Church, and the country’s primate, 
Crisanto Cardinal Luque of Bogota, 
had remained a Rojas supporter most 
of the way. Even the New York 
Times editorial of May 7, 1957, 
“Fruits of Tyranny,” had to choose 
its words carefully as it lauded the 
Church for contributing to Rojas’ 
overthrow: “ . the dictator,” it 
observed, “has antagonized an im- 
portant segment of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church . . .,” leaving the impli- 
cation that other ‘‘segments” of the 
Church had not been “antagonized” 
by the dictator even at his worst. 
Rojas himself, according to the Asso- 
ciated Press, acceded on May 9 to 
a request from Cardinal Luque that 
he cancel a scheduled pro-Govern- 
ment rally to avoid bloodshed, saying 
that he did so “in view of the ‘good 
relations which the Government has 
enjoyed and will continue to seek 
with the Catholic Church.’” It was 
only after he was out altogether, and 
arriving in Bermuda on his way to 
exile in Spain, that Rojas spoke 
bitterly, on May 11, of having been 
forced from power by “a few priests.” 

Last October, Church and State 
forecast the trend of events in a story 
headlined, ‘“‘Peron Fate Looms for 
Gen. Rojas,” which began: “Another 
sinking ship is being deserted by the 
clerical politicians in Latin America. 
.. .’ It continued: “On August 18 
President Rojas, after denying what 
he called ‘absurd rumors’ that he was 
stepping aside in favor of a military 
junta, announced in Bogota that his 
government was about to publish 
documentary evidence that ‘Protes- 
tant propaganda and Communist 
propaganda’ had been working to- 
gether to undermine his regime. .. . 
Presenting himself as the continuing 
champion of the established church, 
he observed [on August 23]: ‘... it 
seems that the Communists have 
understood that . . . they first have 
to vanquish the religious beliefs of 
the people... .’” 
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Vatican Awards 
(Continued from page 1) 


tion straight to State Department 
Legal Adviser Loftus E. Becker, ob- 
serving that the subject was too “im- 
portant to be discussed anony- 
mously.” He asked Becker, as the 
“responsible head” of the legal di- 
vision, to give a bill of particulars on 
the alleged United States acts of rec- 
ognition of the Vatican since 1929, 
and to explain how “recognition” 
could be considered to be American 
policy in view of the decisive repudi- 
ation by the people of President Tru- 
man’s appointment of a U. S. Am- 
bassador to the Vatican in 1951. 
(Copies of the Archer and Lichten- 
stein statements may be obtained 
from POAU headquarters.) 
BULLETIN—Becker replied to 
Lichtenstein on July 29 in a 4-page 
letter which said, in part: “It is not 
known who the ‘high-ranking officials’ 
referred to in your letter are. In any 
event, it does not appear that any- 
body in the Office of the Legal Ad- 
viser made the precise statements re- 
ferred to in your letter. . . . The 
United States has never extended 
formal recognition to the State of 
Vatican City or to its Government. 
... However, Becker reiterated the 
State Department’s previous position 
(expressed to Paul Blanshard after 
the latter had petitioned from Dublin 
for revocation of Archbishop O’Hara’s 
citizenship—see Church and State, 
March, April and July, 1953) that it 
does not regard the Roman Catholic 
bishops’ oath as of such a nature as 
to require revocation of citizenship 
when a bishop serves as papal nuncio 
(ambassador) to a foreign state. De- 
tails and further analysis of Becker’s 
letter will appear in our next issue. 


Issue Before Senate 


Should any U. S. official accept any 
foreign decoration during his term of 
office? Senator Wayne Morse of Ore- 
gon raised this basic question on the 
Senate floor on July 18, and declared 
that the answer should be No. Imme- 
diately involved were bills authorizing 
acceptance of decorations from Italy, 
Greece and Cuba. (The Vatican- 
award bill was already law—but of 
course a law can always be repealed 
or invalidated.) Morse said that “this 
matter [of foreign decorations] is at 
the present time pending before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations.” 
He gave notice that as a member of 
the committee he would urge the 
establishment of “a policy of not per- 
mitting the acceptance of decorations 
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at least during the term of public 
service of the individual involved.” 
The Oregon Senator contended that 
the practice of accepting foreign 
awards “places Members of Congress 
under suspicion in the minds of many 
people when foreign policy questions 
involving such governments come be- 
fore the Congress . . .,” that it “vio- 
lates the spirit and the intent of the 
Founding Fathers,” and that senators 
and representatives were tempted to 
covet such decorations for purposes 
of campaign appeals to minority 
groups in their districts. He added 
that the Foreign Relations Committee 
would “ask the State Department for 
a great deal of information” on the 
subject. [The 15 committee members 
are: Green (R. I.), chairman; Ful- 
bright (Ark.), Sparkman (Ala.), 
Humphrey (Minn.), Mansfield 
(Mont.), Morse (Ore.), Long (La.), 
Kennedy (Mass.), Wiley (Wisc.), 
Smith (N. J.), Hickenlooper (Ia.), 
Langer (N. D.), Knowland (Calif.), 
Aiken (Vt.) and Capehart (Ind.).] 


Committee Hearing? 


As Church and State goes to press 
the Senate committee has postponed 
action on the latest foreign-decoration 
bills pending receipt of “further in- 
formation from the Department of 
State.” POAU has requested an op- 
portunity to testify and the committee 
is considering the request. 


Although the Vatican award to 
Reps. McCormack and Rooney was 
avowedly political rather than eccle- 
siastical in nature—being intended 
for “subjects of the Papal States,” 
as the National Catholic Almanac de- 
clares—H.R. 8383 referred to the 
award in its title as “the Ecclesiastical 
Order of St. Gregory the Great... .” 
This was double-talk—the same kind 
of double-talk in which apologists for 
the Vatican church-state have always 
been involved. 


The deceptively phrased law on 
behalf of the McCormack-Rooney 
award may be subject to legal chal- 
lenge on the following basis: (1) The 
Order is confessedly political. (2) 
The very fact of the enactment of 
such a permissive bill is proof that 
the government recognized its politi- 
cal character—no permissive law be- 
ing necessary for the acceptance of 
a purely religious decoration from a 
foreign church. (3) The law author- 
ized the State Department to “de- 
liver” the award to the two Congress- 
men—but under the American system 
of separation cf church and state, no 
government agency could legally de- 


liver a purely ecclesiastical decora- 
tion. 

One interesting fact brought out 
during the discussion of the award 
was that President Eisenhower, while 
serving as European commander in 
World War II, had accepted the papal 
decoration of the Knights of Malta. 
However, this is listed as an “‘ecclesi- 
astical” honor and its receipt prob- 
ably does not require Congressional 
approval. 


+ 


Benziger Township 
School Board Resigns 


An Associated Press report states 
that all five members of the Benziger 
Township School Board and the town- 
ship secretary have recently resigned 
their posts “en masse” because of the 
steady campaign of harassment and 
villification to which they had been 
subjected within the community. 
(Benziger Township is located in Elk 
County, Pennsylvania). 

In the Robinson Township case 
(Church and State, February) the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania on 
December 27, 1956, handed down a 
ruling that “the transportation of 
non-public school students in public 
school owned busses is ultra vires as 
unauthorized under the provisions of 
the Public School Code.” The Ben- 
zinger School Board had bowed to 
the court’s dictum and had denied 
bus service to parochial school pupils. 

Lawless elements in the community 
had apparently initiated a series of 
unrelenting attacks on the law-abid- 
ing school board. These good people, 
finally fed up, have now quit. It can 
be predicted that an attempt will now 
be made to “pack” the board with 
members who will consent to violate 
the court’s ruling. 


+ 
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School Battle Remains 
Crucial, Rabbis Aver 


“The question of religion in the 
public schools remains the most con- 
spicuous problem in the domain of 
church and state,” the commission on 
church and state of the Central Con- 
ference of American Rabbis declared 
in its report submitted on June 26 
to the organization’s sixty-eighth an- 
nual convention at Miami Beach. 
Prepared under the direction of Dr. 
Edgar E. Siskin of Glencoe, IIl., com- 
mission chairman, the report found 
that organized sectarian drives in all 
parts of the country threatened to 
make the “wall of separation” be- 
tween church and state “increasingly 
porous.” Excerpts follow: 

. .. Religious holiday observances, prayer, 
and Bible-reading are part of the school 
program in communities throughout the 
country. The Released Time plan is being 
adopted on a steadily expanding scale. Bible 
distribution by the Gideons and others is 
a persistent feature of the school scene. 
In certain sections of the country, a heavy 
sectarian stress influences the public school. 
“Religious emphasis” weeks, the haranguing 
of children by evangelists, and the employ- 
ment of religious professionals as classroom 
teachers are not uncommon public school 
practices in the South. That some of these 
practices are clearly in violation of United 
States Supreme Court decisions is no de- 
terrent to those bent on infiltrating the 
public school with sectarian usage. 

. . . The Minnesota Centennial emblem 
was designed to include a cross. The grow- 
ing practice of erecting religious statues and 
sectarian symbols on public property was 
dramatized by the creche installed on the 
lawn of a public school in Ossining, N. Y. 
In Augusta, Me., the parents of parochial 
school children, pressing for public funds 
for parochial school busses, declared their 
intention of enrolling their children in the 
already overcrowded public schools unless 
their demands were met. The status of the 
sectarian school and its right to tax priv- 
ileges poses one of the most persistent prob- 
lems in the whole area of church-state re- 
lationships. .. . 

We can best understand the threat to 
the principle of separation in terms of the 
prevailing ideological and spiritual climate 
of our time. America is in the throes of a 
religious revival. Never have the church, 
prayer, and God been in greater vogue. 
Religion is acclaimed the panacea of our 
frightened and anxious age, and its spokes- 
men, the dispensers of ultimate wisdom. 
“Secular” has become a term of reproach 
and there is a relentless effort on the part 
of religious agencies to “spiritualize” all 
aspects of American life. How profound an 
influence the religious revival has exerted 
on the inner life of Americans is anyone’s 
guess. But that it has had a deep impact 
on American life as expressed in the out- 
ward signs and symbols of our culture is 
apparent to all. 


Compromises 
Other parts of the report spoke of 
a growing feeling of isolation experi- 
enced by many rabbis as leaders of 





6 





QUOTE OF THE MONTH 


The Most Rev. John J. Krol, auxiliary 
bishop of the Roman Catholic diocese 
of Cleveland, in his address before the 
annual convention of the Religious 
Newswriters Association of America: 
“There was no ban on government aid 
to religious insitutions [when the First 
Amendment was adopted], except if it 
were the establishment of a state re- 
ligion. There was no mention of schools 
or other religious establishments.” 











larger religious groups frequently re- 
mind them of their minority status, 
“that this is a ‘Christian country.’ ” 
The report took note of a position 
assumed recently by the Anti-Defa- 
mation League of B’nai B’rith, in 
contrast to that of the Central Con- 
ference of American Rabbis. The 
league was said to have counselled co- 
operation with so-called “moral and 
spiritual values” programs in public 
school systems in spite of the rabbis’ 
fear that such programs are a “ruse 
for introducing religion into the 
school,” on the ground that it would 
be “wiser” to go along with the pro- 
grams than to resist them. 

In its recommendation, the report 
called for redoubled struggle to up- 
hold the principle of separation of 
church and state, and a review of 
Conference policies for the purpose 
of making them “sensitive to the real- 
ities and stresses of American life” 
and “constructively helpful to rabbis 
working in the grassroots of the 
American community.” 


+ 
‘Burlington Baptist’ 


Is Fictitious Person 


An interesting publicity fraud has 
just been revealed by investigators for 
POAU, involving one of the most 
noted pro-Catholic publishers in the 
country, William Loeb, publisher of 
the Burlington Daily News of Ver- 
mont and The Manchester Union of 
Manchester, N. H. This famous pub- 
lisher, who was described by Paul 
Blanshard in his television broadcast 
of June 25 as “a crackpot, McCar- 
thyite publisher of the worst newspa- 
per in the United States, The Man- 
chester Union,” has been described 
in the Catholic press as a prominent 
Protestant and “Chairman of the 
Board of Burlington’s First Baptist 
Church.” 

Loeb, widely advertised in the 
Catholic chain newspaper, The Reg- 


ister, as a “Baptist leader,” has at- 
tacked POAU leaders, and criticized 
the officials of Vermont’s government 
for stopping the payment of state 
funds to Catholic high schools. A bit- 
ter critic of the public schools, he has 
proclaimed that there has been in re- 
cent years “a great deterioration in 
the quality of public school education 
in the United States,” partly planned 
“by the Communists and Socialists 
who want to level everyone down in- 
stead of raising everyone up. In con- 
trast the parochial school system has 
kept the old-fashioned standards of 
quality and education.” 

While in Burlington, Vermont, in 
June, Paul Blanshard, special counsel 
for POAU decided to investigate the 
claim that Mr. Loeb is the Chairman 
of the Board of the First Baptist 
Church of that city. He discovered 
by an interview with the pastor of 
the First Baptist Church that Mr. 
Loeb was completely unknown to his 
congregation, that he was not a mem- 
ber and certainly not a chairman of 
its Board. Mr. Loeb is not even a resi- 
dent of Burlington, and his address 
is listed in “Who’s Who” as Reno, 
Nevada. 


Notorious 


Mr. Loeb’s papers have been noto- 
rious for a number of years for their 
yellow journalism and he narrowly 
escaped an official censure by the 
New Hampshire legislature recently 
for a hysterical attack upon President 
Eisenhower. His newspaper, the Bur- 
lington News, has a daily circulation 
of less than 6,000 and is without sub- 
stantial influence in the state. Never- 
theless, the Catholic press has been 
using him for a considerable time as 
an independent non-Catholic “friend” 
of Catholic policy in education. 

One amusing feature of Loeb’s 
“leadership” in the First Baptist 
Church of Burlington is that when 
Paul Blanshard appeared in the Ver- 
mont city on June 14 for an ad- 
dress on church-state separation un- 
der the auspices of the Burlington 
Council of Churches, Loeb’s Burling- 
ton newspaper attacked him bitterly, 
and the pastor of Burlington’s First 
Baptist Church, Rev. David J. Heim, 
defended Blanshard warmly. “Mr. 
Blanshard,” according to Mr, Heim, 
“presented an admittedly controver- 
sial issue in a sane, unimpassioned 
manner. He alerted us to a very im- 
portant civic issue. . . . As a Baptist, 
I am of course of the tradition that 
has consistently, from the writing of 
the First Amendment on, stood for 
the separation of church and state.” 


CHURCH AND STATE 
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Attributes of ‘Public’ 
Hospitals Outlined 


Three groups competing for the 
right to erect a tax-supported hospi- 
tal in the Skokie Valley area near 
Chicago, Ill., reached an impasse a 
few months ago—out of which has 
come a constructive statement of 
principles by the local ministerial as- 
sociation. The association’s “Policy 
Statement Regarding Community- 
Supported Hospitals in Skokie Val- 
ley” observes in its introductory re- 
marks: 

“ ,. it is agreed that religious faith, 
which can be encouraged by sound 
religious practice on the part of cler- 
gymen and doctors working as a team, 
has very much to contribute to the 
health of patients who are served by 
hospitals. . . . The policy of a hospi- 
tal, be it community-sponsored or un- 
der denominational auspices, must be 
sympathetic to a point of view which 
gives all religious leaders a full op- 
portunity to cooperate with the med- 
ical profession on the basis of the best 
medical and religious practices in 
ministering to the sick.” 

Citing figures showing that the 
area’s population is 23 per cent Ro- 
man Catholic, 32 per cent Jewish and 
45 per cent Protestant, the statement 
notes that “each of the three major 
faiths is in effect a minority,’ and 
proceeds to list five “Minimum Re- 
quirements for Hospitals Which Ex- 
pect Community or Federal Support,” 
as follows: 

I. The admission practice of such hospi- 
tals shall be to admit all persons without 
discrimination for reasons of race, color, 
creed or nationality origin; or, in emer- 
gency situations, without regard to finan- 
cial circumstances. . . . 

II. The doctors on the staff shall have 
professional freedom to practice according 
to the best standards of the profession and 
according to needs and wishes of the pa- 
tients... . ; 

III. The religious preference or relation- 
ship of patients shall be respected at all 
times; a coordinating chaplain provided or 
recognized by the hospital shall be respon- 
sible for seeing to it that there is no intru- 
sion of any particular religious faith upon 
patients or their families against their 
wishes. . . . 

IV. In church-sponsored hospitals of all 
denominations chapels are usually provided. 
Whenever the conscience of the sponsoring 
Church permits it to do so these chapels 
should be so arranged as to permit the use 
of the facilities by the accredited Priests, 
Ministers or Rabbis. When this is not pos- 
sible other facilities should be provided so 
that the full values of religion and its min- 
istry to healing may be possible. .. . 

V. The hospital shall agree to recognize 
a citizens advisory committee which shall 
be broadly representative of the commu- 
nity, and it shall have the right to present 
its suggestions and recommendations to the 
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governing board of the hospital and to the 
community as often as it considers neces- 
wie: 

Background 

About a year and a half before the 
Skokie Valley Ministerial Association 
drew up the statement, hospital- 
building plans had been set in motion 
by the newly formed Old Orchard 
Community Hos pital Association, 
which received expressions of good 
will from Protestants, Catholics and 
Jews. One-third of the proposed hos- 
pital’s cost was expected to come 
from federal Hill-Burton Act funds 
applicable to hospital construction in 
District C-36, as the area had been 
designated. But a few days before 
the official launching of the Old Or- 
chard Community Hospital fund 
drive, Roman Catholic leaders in a 
surprise move announced plans for re- 
locating the St. Joseph Hospital from 
Chicago to the Skokie Valley (Dis- 
trict C-36) area, and applied for 
$2,000,000 worth of federal aid. The 
situation was further complicated 
when it became known that another 
proposal called for erection of a Lu- 
theran General Hospital in Park 
Ridge, in another geographical dis- 
trict. 

In issuing its statement the min- 
isterial association emphasized: “This 
is America and the Roman Catholic 
Church has a right to establish a hos- 
pital any place it can do so legally 
and properly. When it uses its own 
funds it has a right to do anything 
it chooses without regard to what 
other people in this community may 
consider proper. 

“However, when St. Joseph’s or 
Lutheran General Hospital asks for 
general support from the community 
or from Federal tax funds, they have 
an obligation to consider the people 
in general to whom the services are to 
be available.” 

As Church and State has shown in 
detail in previous stories, Roman 
Catholic hospitals are governed by 
a special church medical code which 
would prevent them from meeting Re- 
quirements IT, III, IV and V of the 
recommended code outlined by the 
Skokie Valley ministerial association. 

In order to prevent sectarian mis- 
use of federal Hill-Burton hospital- 
aid funds, some Baptist leaders have 
urged legislation such as that intro- 
duced recently by Congressman Poage 
of Texas (H. R. 1979), which would 
make church-owned hospitals eligible 
only for long-term loans, not grants, 
from the government. Another bill 
(H. R. 3103), by Rep. Siler of Ken- 
tucky, would make church hospitals 
entirely ineligible. 


Parochial School Aid 
Now Political Football 


There are growing indications 
that in areas with heavy Roman Cath- 
olic population ambitious political 
leaders will seek to tie their star to 
promises of tax aid for the sectarian 
schools of that denomination. The 
July Church and State told how Mar- 
tin F. Armstrong, Jr., was catering 
to “the Catholic vote” in Stamford, 
Conn., running for mayor on a plat- 
form which promised free bus trans- 
portation to all parochial schools, 

The Providence Evening Bulletin 
of May 27 carries an account of an- 
other such bid for power. Councilman 
Raymond J. Morissette of Central 
Falls, in a speech to the 10-member 
Council, declared that the body 
“should give the parochial schools of 
the city all the consideration it can 
when they make a request of the 
city.” His remarks were particularly 
significant since they were pointed 
toward a forthcoming session of the 
council when the school budget would 
be considered. 

Councilman Morissette went on to 
explain what he meant. He said that 
if the council saw fit to earmark cer- 
tain sums (he mentioned $15,000 as 
a starter) for fuel and maintenance 
costs of the parochial schools, he, for 
one, could see nothing wrong with it. 
He defended his proposal with an ar- 
gument that has been heard before— 
‘Were it not for the parochial schools 
our school budget would be so enor- 
mous that it would probably force a 
huge raise in the tax rate.” 

Readers will observe how quick 
these sectarian demands move on 
from bus rides to fuel and mainte- 
nance. After fuel and maintenance 
come teachers’ salaries and school 
construction. The unfolding pattern 
is obvious and there will be no lack 
of politicians ready to ride it in. 
Watch for these developments in your 
own community; report to POAU. 
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Shoes Doffed in Capital; 
Would Saud Reciprocate? 





President and Mrs. Eisenhower 
stood in stockinged feet as Sheikh 
Abdullah al-Khayyal (above, left) 
explained architectural details of the 
recently completed Washington 
Mosque at dedication ceremonies on 
June 28, Commenting on the event in 
a letter published in several newspa- 
pers (e.g., Washington Post and 
Times-Herald, July 10), POAU Press 
Relations and Research Director 
Stanley Lichtenstein wrote: 


. . . President Eisenhower, in his remarks 
at the Islamic Center’s opening ceremonies, 
emphasized that “under the American Con- 
stitution, under the American tradition, and 
in American hearts, this center, this place 
of worship, is just as welcome as could be 
a similar edifice of any other religion,” and 
that, indeed, “America would fight with her 
whole strength for your right to have here 
your own church and worship according to 
your own conscience.” But do the govern- 
ments of the leading Islamic nations prac- 
tice the Golden Rule in this regard, or 
treat American citizens with reciprocity as 
the latter seek to practice their faith? 


Perhaps it is “indelicate” to raise this 
question, but if religious liberty is impor- 
tant it must be championed, and the cham- 
pionship of religious liberty requires plain 
speaking. Our President’s observations em- 
bodied the finest sentiments of the Amer- 
ican people. But must we remain silent and 
acquiescent when our citizens in other 
lands suffer religious discrimination ? 

The United States’ 5-year lease of the 
Dhahran air base in Saudi Arabia was re- 
cently renewed after protracted negotia- 
tions. Under the arrangement, American 
Jewish servicemen continue to be rigidly 
excluded while Christian personnel must be 
very circumspect in the practice of their 
faith. King Saud is not likely in the fore- 
seeable future to attend the public opening 
of a Jewish or Protestant or Catholic Cen- 
ter in Mecca. 


H. Con. Res. 195 


The “value of the Dhahran base,” ac- 
cording to former Air Force Secretary 
Thomas K. Finletter, is “relatively small 
and it can be replaced, but . . . the value 
of the principle involved is high and can- 
not be replaced.” One year ago the United 
States Senate adopted a general resolution 
(S. Res. 323) inspired particularly by the 
Saudi Arabian situation, proclaiming anew 
the principle that “there shall be no dis- 
tinction among United States citizens based 
on their individual religious affiliations” 
whether at home or abroad (Church and 
State, May, June, September and Novem- 
ber, 1956, and May, 1957). Since the situ- 
ation continues unchanged, Rep. Sidney R. 
Yates of Illinois has introduced in the cur- 
rent Congress a new resolution, H. Con. 
Res. 195, which among other things spe- 
cifically prohibits any United States agency 
from excluding “any otherwise qualified 
American citizen” from military, diplomatic 
or other assignments on a religious basis 
and calls for termination within one year 
of any existing agreement allowing for such 
exclusion. 

With the President, the members of Prot- 
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CHURCH AND STATE 
Protestants and Other Americans United for Separation 


1633 Massachusetts Ave., N. W., Washington 6, D. C. 


estants and Other Americans United for 
Separation of Church and State rejoice in 
our country’s firm adherence to the tradi- 
tion of hospitality to and equal treatment 
of all religions, including the Islamic faith 
practiced by only a small minority in 
America. But we also say to the rulers of 
other nations, “Go thou and do likewise” 
—particularly when our own citizens are 
the victims of church-state union in coun- 
tries which are blighted by that system. 


A comprehensive review of the sit- 
uation at Dhahran as it has devel- 
oped for over a decade is contained 
in WHAT PRICE BIAS — The 
Dhahran Airfield, a pamphlet with 
foreword by Thomas K. Finletter, 
which may be obtained for 25c from 
the American Jewish Congress, 15 
East 84th Street, New York 28, N. Y. 


+ 


New England Methodists 
Hit Church School Aid 


Tax support of religious institu- 
tions is “a violation of freedom of 
conscience and of state and federal 
constitutional rights,” the New Eng- 
land Southern Methodist Conference 
declared in a resolution adopted at 
its recent annual meeting in New 
London, Corn. 

Delegates representing 164 churches 
in southern Massachusetts, Rhode Is- 
land and eastern Connecticut signi- 
fied their support of a proposal ad- 
vanced earlier by the New York East 
Methodist Conference, calling for a 
legal challenge of the constitution- 
ality of Connecticut’s recently enacted 
iaw authorizing tax-supported paro- 
chial school bus transportation 
(Church and State, July). The Rev. 
Douglas F. Dorchester of Providence 
said the law—which squeaked 
through by a vote of 134 to 133— 
was “a deliberate attempt of the Ro- 
man Catholics to undermine the pub- 
lic school system and unless Protes- 
tant groups keep a constant vigil, they 
will be taken out from under us.” 











ONCE IN A GENERATION 


“The Ramparts We Watch,” by Glenn 
L. Archer. 12 copies, 50c; 100 cop- 
ies, $2.50. 


Order from POAU, 1633 Massachusetts 
Ave., N.W., Washington 6, D. C. 


* * 


“The Ramparts We Watch,” by Glenn 
L. Archer. Complete tape of the 
address as delivered at Southern 
"7 Convention, Chicago, May 
31. $5. 


Order from Radio & Television Com- 
mission, 6248 Camp Bowie Blvd., Fort 
Worth, Texas 
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